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BLACKS NOW ABOVE 


SCANDALOUS STORY 
(page4) 


Nationalist 


Who will lead the Centre? 


A few issues ago we devoted a page 
article to the implications of a new Centre 
Party in British politics, comprising Labour 
‘moderates’ in alliance perhaps with Liber- 
als. Our conclusion was that, far from rep- 
resenting a force for common sense in pol- 
itics, this would be nothing more than a 
coalition of opportunists, compromisers and 
double-talkers typical of all that is worst in 
British political life. 

Now that such a Centre Party seems 
imminent, it is time to look again at this 
development, and how better than through 
the person of its probable leader, Roy Jen- 
kins? 

In the aftermath of the recent Labour 
constitutional conference at Wembley, 
which set the seal on the take-over of the 
party by left- militants, Mr. Jenkins and his 
three chief associates, David Owen, Shirley 
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Williams and William Rodgers, are enjoying 
a new-found limelight as warriors in the 
cause of moderation who had the courage 
to stand up against the left-wing tide. Sup- 
posing that the new Centre coalition that 
they are forming became a real force in 
British politics and, as its head, Mr. Jenkins 
became the focus of great popular hopes, 
just how is he likely to measure up to his 
messianic role? What character and calibre 
of man is it that comes forward in this 
hour of destiny? 

When still in the Labour Party main- 
stream, Mr. Jenkins acquired a reputation 
for two things in particular: one was that 
he was incurably lazy and the other was 
that he was the most unutterable snob. 
Laziness is of course a matter of interpret- 
ation; there are many men in politics who 
give the impression of the most demonic 
energy, rushing here, there and everywhere, 
but in reality getting practically nothing 
done. We have said before that British 
statesmanship today badly needs men with 
the time and the disposition to read and to 
think, and that the rush and bustle of an 
MP’s life leave little possibility for these 
things, except at the cost of sleep and good 
health. National leaders should be men 
above all capable of making big decisions 
and making them wisely and correctly, and 
that has little to do with work-rate. 

Snobbishness is not the greatest crime in 
this world. In these egalitarian days it can 
be a practical handicap to a politician, and 
particularly a politician aspiring to lead a 
movement with a largely working class fol- 
lowing. However, there is something less 
repulsive in a genuine and unashamed snob 
who believes with sincere conviction that 
he is superior to others and is able by his 
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JENKINS 
Feathered nest in Europe 


achievements to give some support to that 
belief — than that familiar modern type, 
the ostentatious non-snob, who is always to 
be found crawling ingratiatingly to the 
lower orders of society in pursuit of some 
ulterior political advantage — a type of 
which was personified by Harold Wilson. 

The snobbishness of Mr. Jenkins, how- 
ever, is likely to be of the very worst type 
— not the superiority feeling of the true 
aristocrat but the intellectual arrogance of 
the drawing-room liberal progressive whose 
face wears that perpetual sneer of one who 
has graduated from ordinary origins to the 
company of the elite by way of having em- 
braced the fashionable ideals of the times 
and having kissed the backsides of the rich 
and the powerful. 

And Roy has certainly done both. Just 
where was he when the crucial left-right 
battle within the Labour Party was at its 
decisive phase? In there crusading with the 
other ‘moderates’ against the enveloping 
marxist avalanche? Tramping the constit- 
uencies to rally the grass roots Labour rank 
and file in a movement of resistance to the 
far left take-over? No, sitting snugly in 
Brussels as President of the EEC Commission 
and drawing a tax-free salary of £60,000 a 
year in the process, wining, dining and 
living it up in the environment he loves, 
that of sleek-suited internationalists hatch- 
ing plans for the world order of the future 
to which they resolve to consign us ignorant 
proles. 

Leaving the Commission, Roy was gran- 
ted the additional bounty of £90,000 sever- 


ance pay over three years, also tax-free, 
plus a permanent pension of £10,000 a year 
on top of that. Now on his return to this 
country he walks straight into a cosy post 
with international merchant bankers, Mor- 
gan Grenfell, in which he will be paida 
further £10,000 a year for doing almost 
nothing. 

Considering that firms the likes of Mor- 
gan Grenfell do not throw away sums of 
£10,000 a year in unthinking fits of gener- 
osity, but presumably expect some ser- 
vices to be rendered in return for their out- 
lay, we can perhaps get an idea of what 
true interests Mr. Jenkins’ Centre Party, if 
it ever gets off the ground, will serve. 
They most assuredly will not be the inter- 
ests of the mass of honest-to-goodness, 
cloth-capped Labour voters who have been 
disenfranchised by the party’s lurch left- 
wards! 

We have said it before: ‘Centre’ poli- 
tics of the kind now undergoing their gene- 
sis are a squalid fraud, designed to provide 
a rallying point, not for reasonable and 
patriotic men and women, but for all the 
worst breeds of self-seekers and ideological 
contortionists that have for the past 30 
years polluted the British political air. 

This journal is unlikely to be accused 
of having any brief for the left-wing of the 
Labour Party, but let us get it straight: it is 
not political extremism, as such, that has 
brought about Britain’s demise as a nation; 
it is the soggy, compromising, ambivalent 
politics of the liberal consensus, with its 
attachment to international institutions and 
its subservience to big money. The Centre 
Party, whatever it is called, will assuredly 
embody all these ingredients of the British 
twilight. 


Hostage hysteria 


In the event of the return of the Ameri- 
can hostages from Iran it is understandable 
that their nearest and dearest ones should 
make a display of emotion, as they should 
in their turn on coming back to homeland 
and family. 

This having been said, we must go on 
to say that the occasion of the hostages’ 
homecoming seems to have been made into 
a quite hysterical soap-opera unworthy of a 
nation, and in particular a great power. 

Certainly, the year and a bit that these 
Americans spent in Iranian captivity was 
not pleasant for them and none of us would 
wish to have swopped places with them. 
Whatever the truth or untruth of the stories 
of their ill-treatment at the hands of their 
captors may be, theirs was not a nice sit- 
uation to be in. 

But let us get things into perspective. 
Compared with the fate suffered by some 
nationals of one country at the hands of 
another — or indeed at the hands of their 


own co-nationals — what the Americans in 
Iran had to put up with was fairly mild. 
None of them appears to have suffered any 
serious injury or impairment of health. The 
pretence made by the Iranians to one hos- 
tage that his mother was dead was a cheap 
and nasty act but hardly one to be com- 
pared with those committed regularly 
against the occupants of the Soviet gulag 
and other similar places of detention. 

It is therefore stretching hyperbole 
beyond its permissible limits to describe 
these hostages, as one paper did, and as 
much of America is now doing, as ‘heroes’. 
Is that country so short of real heroes that it 
feels the need for these honorary ones? We 
think not. 


Even more absurd is the making of the 
hostages’ return an occasion for an outburst 
of ‘patriotism’. Just what cause for patriotic 
pride is there? To get their citizens back 
from Iran, the Americans engaged for 
months in an unedifying merrygoround of 
pleading, negotiating and bargaining quite 
ridiculous for a nation in possession of the 
military means to bring Iran to its knees in 
half an hour. What should have happened 
immediately it was known that the hostages 
had been taken is that President (then) Car- 
ter should have delivered a curt ultimatum 
to the Iranian Government to the effect that 
if they were not released within 24 hours 
the US Air Force would raze the ten largest 
Iranian cities to the ground. 

Perhaps the decision not to adopt this 
method of negotiation was due to the 
thought that the ‘Ayatollah’ and his gang 
were such fanatics that they might risk 
even this rather than give way. In that 
case the US Government had no alternative 
but to be prepared to carry out such athreat 
so as to establish for the information of all 
the world that it could be equally fanatical 
in the matter of protecting the welfare of 
its own people. 


Of course had such a threat been made 
and then subsequently had to be carried 
out there would have been a price to pay. 
One would have been that the hostages 
might have been done to death and another 
that Iran would most certainly have im- 
posed all sorts of penalties affecting Amer- 
ican business there, including oil. 

That, however, is what Kipling once 
called “the price of sovereignty”. For a 
very long period afterwards would the rest 
of the world known that America was not a 
nation to be trifled with and this knowledge 
would have had untold benefits for its citi- 
zens everywhere. 

As it is, the flabby action of Mr. Carter 
has given the green light to his country’s 
enemies everywhere: this is what you can 
get away with with Uncle Sam — why not 
try it! Truly has Mr. Reagan inherited an 
awful legacy. That is not his fault, but he 


has hardly started the right way by banging 
the drums and waving the flag over what is 
in reality a national humiliation. 


How Rhodesia fell 


A report coming recently from ‘Zim- 
babwe’, while quite innocently related, 
tells us much about how White Rhodesia, 
with so much promise and potential, com- 
mitted suicide. 

The report, published in the Daily Tel- 
egraph, was of a group of Whites — in the 
paper’s words, “the cream of White Zim- 
babwean society” -- returning from a holi- 
day weekend in the Eastern Highlands. Said 
the report: “...there has probably been no 
more impressive demonstration of how, for 
the White community, Zimbabwe remains 
a place of privilege.” 

“Three cheers for the PM, said one 
happy farmer, describing how he had en- 
joyed the outing at the luxury holiday resort 
of Troutbeck. “I’m frankly bowled over by 
Mr. M. I spent years fighting his chaps and 
trying to defeat him. Now I thinkI might 
even vote for him.” 

The farmer, said the report, was typi- 
cal of those Whites who had made the trip. 
Said another White, a wealthy Bulawayo 
businessman: “Look, old boy, you must 
understand that things in this country have 
just never been better than they are now.” 

These Whites were contrasting their 
time of pleasure with conditions when the 
guerilla war was on and threats of terrorist 
attacks would have made such up-country 
weekends impossible. 

The report went on to describe how the 
almost wholly White clientele danced and 
drank their way through the hunt ball but 
gave a warm welcome when a Black cou- 
ple, looking strangely out of place, ven- 
tured in. 

In assessing this report, we must make 
some allowance for the fact that the Daily 
Telegraph, along with the rest of the press, 
is committed to a policy of depicting the 
state of ‘Zimbabwe as a place where the 
Whites are happy and contented and that 
the Whites spoken to are probably not rep- 
resentative of the whole community there. 

This scenario of elegant decadence, 
however, is consistent with the decision of 
White Rhodesia’s social elite to surrender 
their country and their honour — in return 
for the promise that their privileges would 
not be impaired. 

It all underlines what we have said 
before: that without the armoury of a dyn- 
amic and virile ideology resting on an un- 
compromising racial nationalism the best 
of White communities will go under. Behind 
the seemingly heroic resistance of Rhodesia 
was an ideological void — and Rhodesia 
paid the price. 
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MOUNTING EVIDENCE FROM RACE TROUBLE SPOTS 


In pursuit of “good 
race relations , the 
Establishment has 
adopted a policy of 
appeasement towards 
rioting West Indians. 
Under the threat of 
greater violence, the 
forces of law and 
order have abdicated 
in one area after 
another. 


There is now not a shadow of doubt that 
coloured immigrants and their offspring, 
and young West Indians in particular, have 
been placed in a special category whereby 
they receive favoured treatment in the 
application of the processes of law and 
order in this country. 

We drew attention to this in our report 
in December of disturbances in the tradit- 
ionally quiet and peaceful old city of 
Gloucester, where in the preceding month a 
horde of young Blacks ran amok in the 
Eastgate shopping precinct, attacking 
shoppers and police and generally bringing 
an atmosphere of terror to the locality. 
Local citizens demanded angrily why the 
police had not arrested them all and 
pressed heavy charges against them but 
instead had allowed them to disperse. Two 
days later a few token arrests were made 
on the basis of identification of some of the 
culprits but the majority were allowed to 
get away with their part inthe riot. This 
was due to the police not acting on the spot 
and rounding up all those involved. 

To do the latter of course the police, it 
goes without saying, would have needed to 
deploy considerable force, and it is clear 
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Blacks now 


above 
the law 


that higher authorities have prevented them 
using any such force. The result? The 
persons and property of many law-abiding 
people in the vicinity were put in danger. 
This was only a repeat of a similar 
incident that took place on a much larger 
and more frightening scale in another West 
Country city, Bristol, last April, when 
thousands of Blacks went on a rampage in 
the St. Pauls district, burning and looting 
for several hours. Then the police com- 


pletely withdrew from the area during the 
height of the rampage, leaving local folk, 


including many old folk, unprotected. The 
explanation then given was the need to 
obtain extra reinforcements. but it is almost 
certain that in a much quicker time suffic- 
ient force could have been brought to bear 
— if only those authorities directing the 
police had have permitted that force to be 
used properly, i.e. to the full extent nec- 
essary to quell the riot. This was not per- 
mitted, and so a much larger force had to 
be assembled. Even here, however, it is 
doubtful that this task took the full five 
hours that elapsed before a police presence 


Left-overs from Black riot at Ladywood: smashed police car windows (left) and flick- 


knife (right). 
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was established in the area; what is prob- 
able is that it took this long for county 
police chiefs to engage in telephone delib- 
erations with the Home Office and amongst 
themselves as to the political implications 
inherent in a massive police /Blacks con- 
frontation. While they dithered, Bristol 


-burned. 


When certain of the rioters were duly 
hauled before a court we witnessed the 
spectacle, hardly imaginable in Britain a 
few years ago, of a mob of Blacks swamp- 
ing the court and trying to intimidate the 
judiciary. As police moved in to prevent 
this, the predictable riot occurred, which 
spread from the court to the city centre. 
Magistrates had to retire from the court and 
the proceedings were postponed a further 
day. 

The Black leaders and their White ren- 
egade friends organising this intimidation 
have gauged very shrewdly its likely effect 
on ‘respectable’ government, local and 
judicial authorities in present-day ‘liberal’ 
Britain.- The effect is of course traumatic 
and inducing of panic. Instead of reacting 
firmly against all such manifestations, 
these authorities are cowed into making all 
manner of concessions, and together com- 
bine to.~produce a climate in which law 
enforcement is liable to be wholly inade- 
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AFTERMATH OF BRISTOL 
Blacks riot at courthouse 
(above); City Council awards 
Blacks for their rioting with 
£600 mural (right). 


quate. 

Take for instance the action of Bristol 
City Council following the St. Pauls riot. 
£600 of the.ratepayers’ money was imm- 
ediately allocated to produce a gigantic 
mural depicting the Rastafarian symbol of 
a lion’s head on a building overlooking an 
open space in the district where the riot 
occurred. 

No doubt the: Labour councillors who 
engaged in this gesture saw it as one of 
peace and reconciliation, which would 
sweeten the atmosphere embittered by the 
riot. In reality, the local Blacks could only 
have regarded it contemptuously as a slice 
of ‘Danegeld’ offered up by a petrified 
establishment prepared to do anything to 
achieve the quiet life. Such contempt is of 
course thoroughly deserved; apart from 
being a grovelling to the rioters of the most 
revolting kind, this gift was an insult to the 
townsfolk of Bristol who paid for it, just as 
they must pay for the damage to local 
amenities which the riot caused. 


HORRIFIC SCENE 


These events, then, provided the back- 
ground to that horrific early morning scene 
in Birmingham on January 2nd, when 
another mob of Blacks went berserk against 
a detachment of police in the Ladywood 
district. 

The Blacks had been engaging in a 
combined Christmas/New Year party that 
had been going for several days. During 
this time White neighbours had been given 
sleepless nights by the deafening blare of 


reggae music, while their pleas to the pol- 
ice to come and restore peace and quiet 


had achieved precisely nothing. At the 
same time some of them had been threat- 
ened by the Blacks that if they went com- 
plaining to the police anymore they would 
have their homes burnt down. 

Meanwhile it was well known to every- 
one, not least the police, that large quan- 
tities of drugs were being used at the party. 
However, no action had been taken on 
this. 

The police did eventually arrive in the 
area to follow up a complaint and as soon 
as they were spotted they were set upon by 
a mob of between 150 and 200 Blacks who 
had been at the party. Every conceivable 
missile was thrown: bricks, cobble-stones , 
lumps of concrete. Two police cars had 
their windows smashed and six policemen 
were given injuries that required hospital 
treatment, two of them serious. One had 
to be given 16 stitches for a cut in the 
head sustained by a flying piece of con- 
crete and another received a broken arm. 
Dozens of arrests were made. 

A day later the quite incredible decis- 
ion was made to release without charges all 
except one of the Blacks involved in this 
affray. The one charged was held to be 
responsible for the injury to the police 
officer’s head but the Black who broke the 
other officer's arm was let off! 

In the Sunday Telegraph a local police 
spokesman was reported as making this fan- 
tastic admission: - 


Contd. on page 15 
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RONALD RICKCORD 


WHEN TREASON PROSPERS 


Treason doth never prosper, what’s the 
reason? 
For when it prospers none dare call it treason. 
— Sir John Harrington (1561-1612) 


NOT SO LONG AGO patriotism was regarded 
by our rulers and opinion makers as the 
most important social virtue and its anti- 
thesis, treason, as the most heinous crime. 
Today, alas, our rulers and others who are 
the custodians of our nation’s honour 
frequently denigrate patriotism and those 
qualities that are its constituent parts, such 
as love of country and people, devotion to 
duty, courage and discipline. 

Whereas in Britain patriotism has 
become almost an ugly word, in most other 
countries it is considered an essential part of 
the education of citizens, and to speak 
slightingly of one’s country can result in dire 
consequences for the offender. 

It is particularly surprising that patriotism 
should be regarded so unimportant in Britain 
of all countries; for the British have long 
been famed for their love of country, 
national pride and patriotic zeal — feelings 
that probably evolved as a result of Britain’s 
geographical insularity. 

In bygone times British people held 
their country in great esteem, and even in 
some awe, as shown in the following passage 
written by Mrs. Lucy Hutchison, a seven- 
teenth century housewife: 

“Whoever considers England will find it 
no small favour of God to have been one of 
its natives, both upon spiritual and outward 
accounts. The celebrated glory of this isle’s 
inhabitants, ever since they received a 
mention in history, confers some honour 
upon every one of her children, and with it 
an obligation to continue that magnanimity 
and virtue, which has famed this island, and 
raised her head in glory higher than the great 
kingdoms of the neighbouring continent.” 

The erosion of British patriotism during 
the past fifty years stems from the fact that 
our rulers have consistently put personal and 
sectional interests before those of the 
nation, and this has led to a widespread 
cynicism. They have also wielded the mighty 
power of the mass media in an attempt to 
induce in us an indifference, if not hostility, 
towards the achievements of our ancestors. 
Whatever their aims, it cannot be denied that 
those who have sought to eradicate patriotism 
as a national characteristic have, to a large 
extent, succeeded. 

This is a tragedy which cannot be 
rectified until the careerists and oppor- 
tunists who currently occupy the seats of 
power are replaced by honest men and 
women who love our country and have its 
true interests at heart. As Cromwell exclaimed 
when dismissing the incumbents of the 
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Long Parliament: 

“T had rather have a plain russet-coated 
captain that knows what he fights for, and 
loves what he knows, than that which you 
call a gentleman and is nothing else.” 

Nowhere is that type of “‘gentleman” 
more likely to be found today, nor oppor- 
tunism more shamelessly paraded, than 
among that self-perpetuating oligarchy we 
call “The Establishment”. 


START OF THE ROT 


The rot really began to set in during the 
1930s. It was during that period that Britain’s 
enemies suddenly realised that many of the 
spoilt darlings of British universities possessed 
all the attributes and vices required of 
potential traitors. Among the many decadent 
fops they managed to recruit at that time 
were Guy Burgess, Donald Maclean, Kim 
Philby and Anthony Blunt, all of whom 
were contemporaries at Cambridge. 

The lack of patriotism prevalent at 
British universities during those years was 
highlighted when the infamous motion that 
“ . . . this House will in no circumstances 
fight for King and Country” was over- 
whelmingly carried by the Oxford Union 
Debating Society in 1933. If the attitudes of 
the undergraduates were lamentable, those 
of their mentors were no less reprehensible. 
E. M. Forster, the novelist, at that time a 
Cambridge don, wrote an article in the 
London Mercury in which he proclaimed: 

“T hate the idea of causes, and if I had 
to choose between betraying my country 
and betraying my friends, I hope I should 


have the guts to betray my country.” 

Forster, a homosexual, had enormous 
influence over many undergraduates, 
particularly Burgess. His protégés certainly 
did more than their share of betraying their 
country during the years that followed. 

Two books published during the past 
two years — Andrew Boyle’s The Climate of 
Treason and Douglas Sutherland’s The 
Fourth Man — give excellent accounts of the 
activities of the Cambridge traitors during 
and after the war. They also give an eye- 
opening account of the vices and frailties to 
which so many of those who tend to rise to 
the top under the British ‘old boy” network 
seem to be especially susceptible. Both 
books* are essential reading for those 
Nationalists who wish to try and understand 
what it is that turns men into traitors. 

Among the more startling facts revealed 
by the books is the ease with which these 
men obtained senior positions in government 
departments involved with national security, 
despite their well-known personality defects. 
After all, each had been an overt Communist 
whilst at Cambridge; Burgess, Maclean and 
Blunt were known homosexuals; Maclean 
and Philby had recurring drink problems; 
and Philby was a notorious and none-too- 
choosy womaniser. 

Yet another disturbing revelation is the 
large number of homosexuals who are 
referred to in both books. Indeed, those who 
read them could be forgiven for believing 
that nearly everyone up at Cambridge during 
the 1930s was either a Communist or a 
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MEMBERS OF THE HOMO NETWORK 
Guy Burgess (left) and Anthony Blunt (right) 


WHEN TREASON PROSPERS 


(Contd. from prev. page) - 


pederast, or both. Furthermore, there seems 
to have existed an almost symbiotic relation- 
ship between sodomites and traitors, and it 
is beyond dispute that a high proportion of 
those found guilty of treason in the West 
during recent years.have been homosexuals. 
It is also apparent that many homosexuals 
are ardent internationalists who oppose 
nationalism. To this end they make strenuous 
efforts to infiltrate and undermine nationalist 


and patriotic movements, as recent events in . 


the National Front have shown. We must be 
on our guard. 

But what emerges from the books that 
is most disconcerting is Mr. Sutherland’s 
suggestion that the authorities conspired to 
let Burgess and Maclean escape in 1951: 

“IT am reliably informed by someone 
who was a member of the Special Branch at 
that time that they had a man at Southamp- 
ton standing by, if not to wave Maclean 
goodbye, at least to watch his departure... 
The fact that the pursuit of Maclean was, to 
put it mildly, unenthusiastic, leads one to 
believe that evidence that he had finally 
decided to bolt induced a feeling of relief. 
The authorities would not, now, have to 
bring a shaky and potentially embarrassing 
case to court.” 

When one remembers the elaborate 
cover-up operation to protect Blunt, which 
even went so far as to allow him to continue 
working in the Royal Household, there can 
be little reason to doubt Sutherland’s very 
plausible theory. 

It would be a mistake to imagine that 
the Cambridge traitors were mere amateurs 
or bunglers. While it is true that Burgess and 
Blunt were relatively small fry, Maclean and 
Philby were remarkably efficient and 
successful spies over many years. Philby, in 
particular, was an outstanding asset to his 
Soviet masters, and Sutherland writes of him 
that he was “probably the most successful 
spy ever to have existed outside the pages of 
a novel.” The very fact that he today holds 
the rank of a general in the KGB is an 
indication of how highly he is regarded by 
the Russians. 


MORE SUBTLE 


The activities of the Cambridge traitors 
raises the following important question: 
Does treason prosper today as it so evidently 
did during the war and the years immediately 
following it? Undoubtedly it does; but, I 
fear, in much more subtle ways than it did 
then. 

Nowadays treason is not confined to 
selling military and diplomatic secrets, 
though doubtless that still goes on. Instead, 
traitors have successfully invaded the very 
citadels of power, where they are able to 
carry out their clandestine activities under a 


TWO PERVERTED CHARACTERS 
Donald MacLean (left) and Kim Philby (right) 
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cloak of legality. They sit in our Parliament 
and further their treasonable ends by legis- 
lation, which they call “democracy at work”. 

It was in Parliament that the decision 
was taken to make our legislature subservient 
to the European Economic Community and 
to put our Armed Forces at the disposal of 
such alien assemblies as the United Nations 
and the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation. 
It was in Parliament that the decision was 
made to destroy our racial and cultural 
identity by inviting millions of coloured 
aliens to invade these shores. And it is in 
Parliament that the wishes of the British 
people on law and order, capital and corporal 
punishment, decimalisation, metrication, 
defence and many other equally important 
issues are systematically ignored. 


party member. 


for non-attendance. 


demand. 


Join STAG (Special Tactical Activities Group) 


STAG (Special Tactical Activities Group) is an elite formation of activists that 
has been formed by the New National Front to engage in special duties demanding 
over and above the degree of service and commitment expected of the ordinary 


STAG members must be on call for instant operations and are expected to be 
available, with only genuine excuses such as work or illness accepted as reasons 


STAG members are expected to set a special example to the rest of the party 
in standards of activity, loyalty and discipline. 

Not just anyone can join STAG. Applicants will be called for an interview and 
must satisfy the interviewing officer that they are of the required standard. 

STAG provides the leading section of the flag party for NNF marches. 

STAG is responsible for the personal security of the leader of the party on pub- 
lic occasions and for the security of any other leading officials as any occasion may 


STAG regularly sends detachments of activists to areas where the party has had 
no previously organised activity and where it wishes to break new ground. 

STAG provides stewards responsible for maintaining order at party meetings. — 

STAG wants recruits -- but not just any recruits. If you are between 16 and 45 
years old and physically fit, and if you are keen for plenty of activity, apply to 
STAG, New National Front, P.O. Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB 


So it is that we Nationalists are faced 
with the monumental task of stemming and 
then reversing the trend towards treason so 
manifest among the highest echelons of our 
society these past fifty years. For it is we 
alone who are fully alive to the mortal 
danger that imperceptibly threatens Britain 
and our British way of life. The enemy are 
not simply at the gates; they are inside the 
stockade. Fortunately, however, we have 
two powerful allies on our side — Truth and 
Determination. That is why we will win. 
And we must win if we are to survive. 


*The Climate of Treason by Andrew Boyle. 
Hutchinson (hardback) price £8.95. Coronet 
(paperback) price £1.95. 

The Fourth Man by Douglas Sutherland. Secker 
& Warburg (hardback) price £6.95. 
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FREEMASONRY: TWO 
DIFFERENT OPINIONS 


SIR: Allow me to congratulate you on your 
article ‘So it’s all a masonic plot’, which 
appeared in the December issue. Your 
comments with regard to freemasonry were 
much needed, and I hope that you will 
continue to emphasise the point that a man 
most certainly can be a freemason and a 
nationalist and/or racialist. 

I happen to be a freemason (32nd deg- 
ree Scottish Rite) and am sick to death of 
hearing the wild ravings of those who, for 
whatever reason, are thoroughly convinced 
that freemasonry is at the back of every- 
thing that goes wrong in the world. These 
accusations become all the more stupid 
when they are made by racialists or nation- 
alists. 

Consider the following famous men: 
Henry Ford, Rudyard Kipling, Charles Lind- 
bergh, Col. William Simmons (founder of 
the modern-day Ku Klux Klan in America), 
Edward Gibbon, Goethe and Gen. Douglas 
MacArthur. All these men were freemas- 
ons (Ford and MacArthur being 33rd degree) 
and I do not think anyone would claim that 
these men were involved in hatching a plot 
to sell civilisation down the river! 

Here in America, my masonic lodge is 
the only place I can go to be with fellow 
Majority /Anglo-Saxons without having to 
put up with howling dervishes and ‘bee- 
bopping negroidal types. Unlike some 
British lodges, the Masonic Order here is as 
White as the driven snow, and it shall for- 
ever remain so. Politically, freemasons 
are no different to the average citizen: 
generally, all viewpoints would be repres- 
ented if political discussions were allowed 
in the lodge — though most masons are 
basically very conservative, both politically 
and racially. : 

As your excellently reasoned article 
pointed out, a masonic lodge is only as 
good as the men who make up its member- 
ship. The fact of the matter is that those 
who choose to attack freemasonry do so 
because they are not serious about solving 
the grave problems facing the West and 
would rather spend their time chasing silly, 
non-existent conspiracies; they are grossly 
misinformed, not about the history of free- 
masonry and its role in Britain and America, 
but also its role on the European Continent 
as well. 

Thank you again for the long needed 
article. 1 am continually confirmed in my 
belief that Spearhead and Instauration are 
the only two periodicals worth reading. 

CHARLES H. ROBERTS 
Winston Salem, NC, U.S.A. 
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SIR: Concerning the article on freemasonry 
in the December issue, I would like to point 
out several parts with which I disagree. 

Freemasonry is founded on secrecy, and 
this fact alone must cast a shadow over its 
motives. As you admit in your article, 
masons do not know of their leaders’ polit- 
ical activities. At least the British Legion, 
Trade Unions and the Church make no 
secret of their leaders or those leaders’ act- 
ivities. 

To argue that British freemasonry is 
somehow different to that in other countries 
is nonsense. There are about 5,200, 000 
masons in the English-speaking world. There 
are also lodges in all European countries, 
Africa, Asia, South America and the Middle 
East (including Israel). These supposedly 
independent lodges are monitored and 
guided by the International Masonic Assoc- 
iation, founded in Geneva in 1922. My 
source for these facts can be found in Coil’s 
Masonic Encyclopedia. 

Masonry is international; there is no 
distinction between English and other lodges 
as most of the lodges abroad follow the 
York and Scottish Rites and also receive 
their warrants from England. There are 
numerous accounts of meetings between 
English masons and those of the French 
Grand Orient. 

I do not think your use of the Broeder- 
bond as an example of “good masonry” was 
at all adequate as a reason for allowing 
masonry in the UK. The Bond has been 
infiltrated, not only by liberals but by inter- 
nationalists and Zionists. 

I believe there is a great deal of evi- 
dence to suggest that freemasonry is con- 
trolled by anti-nationalists and Jews. Do 
we allow these people to control our country 
simply due to a vain attempt on our part at 
capturing the strings of power? 

Freemasons take an oath to say that 
they put their masonry before anything else; 
therefore a mason asked to reveal confid- 
ential information (even party membership 
lists) would be obliged to do so. 

To conclude, whether or not the trou- 
bles in the NF are masonically inspired — 
and I do not believe they are — I believe 
we would be making a tragic mistake if we 
adopted a line of non- opposition to inter- 
national masonry. Masonry requires every 
one of its members to sacrifice all for it. 
Nationalism requires the same of us. There 
are conflicting interests: masonry must be 
opposed. 

MARK LAVINE 
London N, 18 


... and aword from 
the. Editor 


We print these two letters on the free- 
masonry issue, not because editorial policy is 
in complete agreement with either of them, 
but because they provide interesting contri- 
butions to the debate. Mr. Lavine’s original 
letter was of considerably greater length 
than the version that appears here, but we 
thought it only fair that the two letters 
expressing opposing points of view should be 
given the same space. 

I think Mr. Roberts’ letter could give 
the impression that freemasonry is entirely 
free of subversive elements and that it has 
played no part in the darker side of inter- 
national politics, whereas I do not believe 
this is so. His view that freemasonry in 
America “shall forever remain”’ white as the 
driven snow seems to me unduly optimistic. 
The famous patriots that he has cited as 
being freemasons confirms his point and 
mine: that one can be a patriot and a free- 
mason. On the other hand, he has neglected 
to mention some notorious internationalists 
who have also been masons, thus overlooking 
that one can also be an internationalist and 
a freemason. 

Mr. Lavine reads great importance into 
the fact that freemasonry is founded on 
secrecy but does not answer my point that 
secrecy is not itself bad if it is used as a 
means to nationally desirable ends. He refutes 
my claim that the Broederbond is an example 
of this by stating that it has been infiltrated 
by liberals and Zionists. So, also, Mr. Lavine, 
have overt bodies been infiltrated, including 
not only Trade Unions and Church but also 
the National Front! 

He goes on to say of the anti-nationalists 
and Jews whom he sees in freemasonry: “Do 
we allow these people to control our country 
simply due to a vain attempt on our part at 
capturing the strings of power?” Certainly 
we do not: when the political victory of 
nationalism in this country is achieved, we 
should deal firmly with all those bodies and 
individuals engaged in anti-patriotic activities, 
and if it is found, after careful enquiry, that 
these include some with associations with 
freemasonry these should not be excluded. 
On the other hand, it would be quite 
ridiculous to penalise thousands of free- 
masons who have not knowingly served anti- 
British interests — just as it would be 
ridiculous to penalise vast numbers of trade 
unionists and churchgoers merely because 
they have failed to perceive that their 
leaders serve such interests. 

It seems that all of the letters written in 
criticism of my original article have missed 
the essential point, which is that the article 
was not written in defence of freemasonry as 
an institution but only to advocate that a 
witch-hunt against all individual masons is 
unjust and absurd and that the suggestion of 
a masonic conspiracy within the National 
Front is even more so. 


A New Year’s message from the New National Front 


HELP US REUNIFY 


OUR 


PARTY 


IN 1981! 


Dear Fellow Nationalist, 

The picture you see here is of the National Front on the march during its heyday in 1976, when it was a united 
party. 

Do you, like most of us, want to see the NF a united party again? 

If you do, please read this message carefully, for it is an appeal to you to help us accomplish that objective. 

We are now at the beginning of a new year — always a good moment to take stock, to make important decisions 
and to take new initiatives. There is no better time than the present to make a break from the ruinous course of 
division and self-destruction that our once great party has been following during 1979 and 1980. 

The Conservatives, who stole many votes from us in the 1979 General Election by means of false promises, are 
now utterly discredited. Unemployment will soon reach 3 million. The state of the country cries out for great 
change, and this creates the opportunity for a great political come-back by the National Front. 

First, however, we must put an end to the tragic faction-fighting that has crippled us for the past year or two. 

We shall not achieve this unless we approach the job realistically. Mere sentimentalising about the ideal of party 
unity is not enough; we must have a practical plan of action which takes into account all the causes of our division 
and eliminates those causes systematically. 

We believe that three causes of party division stand out above all others, two of them the consequences of the 
third. These are: — 

(a) Our party has been skilfully infiltrated by agents working for our political enemies, who have deliberately 
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fomented division in order to neutralise us. 

(b) The party has failed to deal with the phenomenon of homosexuality among its leading officials. This has 
encouraged further division and resulted in massive defections from the membership. 

(c) The party Constitution — designed more appropriately for the Liberal Party — has made infiltration all too 
easy. Infiltrators have been able to rise to the top and form disloyal factions on the party’s National Direc- 
torate. Firm leadership has been rendered impossible by the denial to the elected party leader of all effective 
powers of decision. 

We are convinced that until these facts are properly understood and dealt with lasting unity in the party is just 

going to remain a dream. 

That is why we believe that before unity can be contemplated as a practical possibility we must achieve one 
thing: — 

A powerful and effective movement must be created among members who agree on these issues — namely the 
need to eliminate homosexuality and to change the Constitution so as to make posssible stronger leadership — and 
this movement by the force of its own strength, growth and success, is able to persuade the remainder of the party 
to come together in unity on terms that will work and will endure. 

It is for this purpose that we have created the New National Front. 


LAUNCHING OF THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT 


We launched the New National Front last June, after having exhausted every possibility of achieving the 
necessary changes in the party by gentler methods. When the New NF was launched, it was contemptuously dis- 
missed by the National Directorate as just another ‘breakaway’ group that had little support and would in due 
course fade into oblivion. Not only was a ‘breakaway’ never our intention, we were far from having ‘little’ support; 
in fact in our ranks were many party activists with a record of loyalty and service second to none. 

A combination of lies, threats and intimidation was used by the NF Directorate to dissuade members from 
supporting the New NF. This worked partially at first; while about a third of the party came over to us at the 
beginning, many more indicated that they were sympathetic but were nervous of the consequences of openly 
committing themselves. They did not want to join something that might fail, and in the process cut themselves off 
from the rump of the party that was left. Also, many held out the hope that the desired changes in the party could 
be accomplished by methods less drastic than those we had chosen. Annual elections to the National Directorate 
were due in September and then an AGM in October. Many pinned their hopes on these events as means of putting 
right what was wrong in the party — despite our knowledge and warnings that these hopes were futile. 

These warnings were proved correct. The Directorate elections and AGM came and went, and no fundamental 
change was achieved. The homosexual lobby still occupies a dominant position in the old party and the farce of a 
‘Constitution’, which is a major source of this dominance and which has caused 90 per-cent of our internal problems 
during the past decade, has been retained with only the most trivial modification. An 18-member Directorate, 
instead of a 20-member one, makes all the decisions. The ‘leader’ of the party is an impotent tool of whatever 
faction is able to predominate on that Directorate (at the present the ‘Gay’ faction and its supporters). 

At the same AGM the members were denied the right to vote on the question of whether they wanted homo- 
sexuals in the leadership of the party. We know of at least three branches that submitted resolutions on this 
question; the resolutions were not allowed by the Directorate to be included on the agenda. 


FROM STRENGTH TO STRENGTH 


In the meantime the New National Front, far from fading into oblivion, has gone from strength to strength. 
After the initial stage, in which about a third of the party joined us, there has been a steady build-up of further 
support — accelerated by the outcome of the Directorate elections and AGM — to the point at which, at the end of 
1980, we could confidently claim that we have at least half of the party’s branches and groups behind us. 

We have also managed to do something that the NF Directorate could never do: we have begun to retrieve for 
the party many of those who defected from it in the past, notably during 1979. 

From Glasgow to Cornwall, we now have a network of highly active and enthusiastic party units, solidly united 
and with no ‘factions’. 

We have a new cadre of leadership of well tried and accomplished party officers who work together in complete 
harmony. We have a Constitution which makes firm leadership possible for the first time in a decade. From the top 
downwards, this Constitution works on the principle of INDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBILITY. No one can hide his 
failures behind a committee. 

We are financially solvent and are not continually begging and demanding of our branches that they give us 


money. 
We have set a new pattern in marches and public demonstrations of ORDER and DISCIPLINE — things that 
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have been notably lacking at similar events promoted of late by the Directorate faction of the NF. This new pattern 
is in keeping with our determination at every level to promote and maintain HIGH STANDARDS in moral and 
social conduct. 

We value and encourage youth through our youth division, the Young Nationalists, but we are not a party of 
kids that panders to every juvenile cult and fancy in a prostituted attempt to win support. 

In addition to the magazine Spearhead, which has served the party since 1967 and has been the ONLY consis- 
tently published periodical to do so during that time, we now have our own newspaper, New Frontier, which is 
ideally suited to street sales, mass circulation and recruitment, and which constitutes a powerful new weapon with 
which we are launching ourselves into 1981. 

It is with the confidence born of this success and growing strength that we are now asking you, at the onset of 
this new year, to put your support behind us by renewing your membership with the NEW NATIONAL FRONT 
rather than with that now dwindling portion of the party represented by the failed and discredited Directorate. By 
responding to this appeal quickly, rather than waiting further, you can bring forward the day when our aim of 
party reunification is achieved. 


6 REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD SUPPORT THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT 


We appreciate of course that various factions right now are appealing for your support, each claiming to be 
representative of the best interests of Nationalism in this country. Apart from ourselves, there is that faction that 
supports the NF Directorate; there is the so-called ‘Constitutional Movement’ and finally there is the ‘British 
Democratic Party’. Why, you may ask, should support be given to the New National Front rather than to these 
others? Well, we will give you six good reasons why:— 


(1) Quite clearly, there is not the slightest hope of the reunification of the party until the homosexual element 
is excluded. This rules out any possibility that the party can be reunified under the present NF Directorate 
and in accordance with its terms. 

(2) The ‘Constitutional Movement’ is headed by Andrew Fountaine, who stood in an election for the party 
leadership against John Tyndall in September 1979 and was decisively defeated. The CM cannot possibly 
provide the banner around which the party is reunified since, as that election proved, it does not represent 
the majority mainstream. 

(3) The ‘British Democratic Party’ has negligible support — and this almost entirely concentrated in the 
Midlands. In contrast to the other factions, it does not even make any claim to be associated with the 
National Front. It has watered down many policies in a feeble attempt to court ‘respectability’ which has 
not succeeded. It can be dismissed as the least relevant faction of all. 

(4) We in the New National Front alone are dedicated to the eventual reunification of the party while the other 
factions are not. They have not uttered or printed a word that is indicative of any wish to reunify the 
WHOLE party; all that they attempt is a mean and narrow defence of their own factional positions — 
enforced at best by an evasion of the real issues and at worst by downright lies. 

(5) The New National Front is headed by John Tyndall, who was elected to lead the party in the last leadership 
ballot, which took place in September 1979, and who therefore has a greater claim to legitimacy than any 
other would-be candidate for that position. It is also a fact that it was under John Tyndall’s leadership that 
the party achieved its periods of greatest growth and success, in 1972-74 and 1976-78. 

(6) Of all the leading protagonists in the recent factional division of the party, those heading the New National 
Front can least be accused of having acted for the sake of their own personal positions. John Tyndall and 
many others now associated with him in fact SACRIFICED their positions in the party in defence of 
principles they knew to be right. Of none of the leaders of the other factions can this be said. 


BEST OPPORTUNITY FOR REUNIFICATION 


It is our hope that when you consider these six facts you will appreciate that it is through the leadership of the 
New National Front that the best opportunity exists for our fragmented party to become reunified and once again 
politically effective, and that we, and we alone, are making a serious effort towards reunification by grappling with 
the problems that have led to the party’s division. 

So far we are the only people who have even talked about reunification and indicated willingness to come to a 
table and negotiate with others towards this end. However, we are under no illusions that it is any use going toa 
negotiating table without first having political muscle and thus negotiating power. It is for this reason that we have 
been occupied during the past few months in mobilising a considerable body of support within the party and 
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intend to continue this process of mobilisation in the months to come. We have at the same time been occupied in 
building, from the shattered remnants of the old party, a new and modern party organisation and machine, free of 
the weaknesses of the past and adapted to the 1980s. It is worth noting in this respect that the Directorate, CM and 
BDP factions, seemingly incapable of learning anything, are still persisting with the same ‘liberal’ type of constitution 
that brought about the wreckage of the NF. 

We want your help in the next stage of building the strong party machine on which we are set and providing a 
rallying point around which those who genuinely seek to reunify the party can come together and work together. 
So we conclude this appeal by asking you not to wait any longer but to make your first New Year’s resolution for 
1981 to join us in building the New National Front! 

If this message has persuaded you to enrol straightaway, we are providing a form here for that purpose. If you 
want to talk about it a bit more before making up your mind, don’t hesitate to ring us or write to us. In almost 
every part of the country we now have a local representative with whom you can discuss matters if you wish. Let 


us know and we will put you in touch. 


But,,whatever you do, don’t do nothing. The time for action is NOW! 


John Tyndall (Brighton & Hove) 
Charles Parker (Brighton & Hove) 
David Bruce (Enfield) 

Richard Edmonds (Lewisham) 
Alfred Waite (Bromley) 

June Dunster, Mrs. (Greenwich) 
Kenneth McKilliam (Ashford, Keni’ 
Michael Easter (Sevenoaks) 
Dennis Whiting (Canterbury) 
Alan Maloney (Redbridge) 
Melvyn Trutzenbach (Harlow) 
Jock Shaw (Ealing) 

Ronald Rickcord (North Bucks) 
Malvern Tipping (Southend) 
Tony Williams (Ipswich) 

Kevin Randall (Enfield) 

Ian Wilson (Basingstoke) 

George Whitt (Bournemouth) 
Stanley Teesdale (Plymouth) 
Derek Merry (Plymouth) 

Tom Stone (Cornwall) 

Robert Rhodes (Gloucester) 
Richard Molesworth (Cheltenham) 
Ray Adshead (Shropshire) 

Alan Stewart (Coventry) 

Bob Vickers (Derby) 


Kenneth Bernal (Bolton) 
Marshall Bridge (Bolton) 

John Green (Crewe) 

Bill Haire (Liverpool) 

Alan Fletcher (Warrington) 
Andrew Robertson (Glasgow) 
Richard Stearns (Bedford) 
Malcolm Swingler (Cornwall) 
John Swabey (Dorchester) 
Tom Golds (Manchester) 
Charles Mitchell (East Sussex) 
David Monks (Epsom) 
Michael Woodbridge (Stevenage) 
Keith Neville (High Wycombe) 
Stan Burke (Lichfield & Tamworth) 
Keith Axon (Birmingham) 
Tony Martin (Loughton) 

Ray Marsh (Rochdale) 

Bill Stockton (Swale) 

Les Stone (Worthing) 

Jack Noble (Grimsby) 

Tony Braithwaite (Hull) 

Colin Bayliss (Hull) 

Mike Gibson (Leeds) 

Eddy Morrison (Leeds) 
George Bainbridge (Gateshead) 


Gordon Stridiron (Gateshead) 


PLEASE ne eee a 


PLEASE ENROL ME AS A MEMBER OF THE NEW NATIONAL FRONT 


. ' L L ; K | enclose the full/associate member’s subscription of ....000..000...000. 2... 


(delete when inapplicable) 
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NEW NATIONAL FRONT, P.O. Box 115, Hove, East Sussex BN3 3SB (Tel. 0273 777540) 
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HAPPENED to see the B.B.C.’s T.V. programme 

“Why Patriotism?” which began with the showing 
of Mr. James Cameron seemingly marooned in a boat 
some distance off Dover. Pointing in the other direc- 
tion, towards the great big world, he safd that it was 
there that most of his life had been spent and one re- 
called his foreign service despatches to the now defunct 
Lib-Lab News-Chronicle. Then he indicated the white 
cliffs and informed viewers that here was his perman- 
ent residence, his own country. He had often pondered, 
he said, about what his country meant to him, but un- 
fortunately did not take us into his confidence about 
what conclusion he had reached. 


Although the Cameron hand was then stretched out 
towards England, his name denotes a Scottish extrac- 
tion, so that presumably he referred to Great Britain, 
which was fair enough. Since the Act of Union, the 
two countries have been one and every patriotic English- 
man I know, and almost every patriotic Scot, has been 
proud of the wonderful achievements of the partnership. 
I have a hunch, however, that Mr. James Cameron 
would not regard himself as a patriotic Englishman, a 
patriotic Scot or a patriotic Briton, but rather, like Mr. 
Harold Wilson, as a citizen of the world, disdainful of 
national allegiance. 


This feeling was strengthened by the fact that fox- 
hunting was one of the central themes of the T.V. pro- 
gramme. What it had to do with patriotism I cannot 
imagine, but suspect that the intention was to convey 
the extraordinary suggestion that to love one’s country 
it is necessary to chase a fox! 


Nor was the feeling weakened by Mr. Cameron’s inter- 
view with “Mad Mitch”—the famed Col. Mitchell of 
the even more famous Argylls. The Colonel was asked, 
as far as I remember the words: “Supposing that your 
country were in trouble as a result of her being utterly 
in the wrong, what would you do?” 


“I would do my best to help my country” was the 
instant reply. 

A look of horror came into the Cameron face and a 
note of incredulity into the Cameron voice: “What, 
though your country were utterly and completely in the 
wrong, you would still do your best to help her?” he 
asked again. 


“Yes, even though she were utterly in the wrong,” 
said “Mitch” in an even voice. 


I gained the impression, perhaps, mistakenly, that 
Cameron had to exercise some control, so great was his 
disgust, to avoid being sick in front of the cameras. 


Now the question must have presupposed a war- 
situation : otherwise it scarcely made sense. What a 
pity, therefore, that James Cameron was not himself 
called upon to face a similar set of questions. 


“Mr. Cameron, supposing your country were in 
trouble and in your view utterly and completely wrong, 


Why Patriotism? 


BY A. K. CHESTERTON 


would you do all in your power to help her?” 


Judging by his tone in questioning Colonel Mitchell, 
the answer presumably would have been: “Certainly 
not.” In that event an even more interesting question 
could have been put : 


RIGHT OR WRONG 


“Believing your country to have been utterly and 
completely wrong, it follows that you would believe her 
enemy to have been utterly and completely right. Refus- 
ing to help your country, would not your set of values 
oblige you to take an active part in helping the enemy?” 


I would not dream of putting an answer to that ques- 
tion into Mr. Cameron’s mouth, For one thing, I do 
not know what it would be, and neither, I suspect, does 
he. Few men are prepared to follow the logic of their 
thinking to the bitter end. But if he had done, and 
replied “Yes” . . . . One does not require to say more, 
except perhaps to add that should he find that he is not 
after all a British citizen by birth he would be wise not 
to travel on a British passport ! 


Now it so happens that nearly twenty years ago I was 
commissioned by Lord Beaverbrook to write a series of 
articles which required among other things-that-I-flew 
to Spain to interview a Briton who had not himself com- 
mitted high treason but who had been a close associate 
of a man who was judged to have done so—and paid the 
penalty. 

We argued throughout the whole night in a stuffy 
hotel in Madrid and, having secured the information I 
required, I was becoming bored beyond the point of 
irritation and sought to bring the discussion to an end 
by saying: “Look, if you were being strangled, your 
one thought would be to shake off the strangler’s grip. 
not to ask yourself whether perhaps the strangler had a 
case. Cannot you see that when your country is in a 
similar plight the same principle applies? It is permis- 
sible for a patriot to do his utmost to prevent his coun- 
try being placed in such a position and to criticise her 
for so doing once the conflict has been resolved, but 
while the peril lasts it is an absolute duty for him to 
throw casuistry to the winds and help with all his 
might to break the enemy’s stranglehold.” 

A great light came into his eyes. “To break the 
strangler’s grip,” he said, “Do you know, this is the first 
time such an idea has occurred to me and there is no 
question that you are right.” Of his sincerity there was 
not a doubt, just as there was no doubting his high 
intelligence. I mention this discussion to show how easy 
it can be for men of honourable character and deep 
underlying patriotism to take the wrong turning. 
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WHY PATRIOTISM? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


This brings us to the gravamen of the matter. When 
the Briton with whom I spoke in*Madrid took the 
wrong turning it was in the face of mass displeasure 
and even hatred. Pursuing the Cameron line of 
thought, in as far as it can be detected, to take the 
wrong turning in any future conflict would now be a 
most sensible thing to do, worthy of public esteem. 
That way lies national suicide. Mr. Cameron as an 
internationalist may consider national suicide to be all 
to the good. 

There are people in whom mind and emotion com- 
bine to serve the national interest without any internal 
conflict. They have, as it were, a built-in sense of 
patriotism which all men and women probably possess, 
but which many years of brain-washing may erode 
almost to vanishing-point. If James Cameron expec- 
ted to find this erosion among the Chelsea Pensioners 
whom he visited he must have been sadly disappointed. 
The view expressed by one of these grand old veterans 
with considerable emotion, but with a keen insight which 
put to shame the “intellectuals” of that other Chelsea, 
was that the loss of the British Empire constituted the 
greatest disaster the world had ever incurred. The 
other veterans agreed. Their service in many lands 
had led them both emotionally and intellectually to 
grasp a truth which becomes ever clearer as the years 
go by and therefore ever more remote from the under- 
standing of the dwellers in ivory towers and their 
international hacks. 

Of course mind and emotion do not always fuse in 
this way: patriots no more than other men can claim 
infallibility. An amusing instance of the heart being 
in the right place while the mind went rather wildly 
astray was revealed when the indefatigable Mr. Cam- 


eron ventured into the depths of Dorset to interview a 
publican and his customers in a pub which, keeping 
clear of chromium-plating, still stood for England and 
for English things, as did the good, solid, kindly Dorset 
people who forgathered there. 

The publican, both in sturdiness of frame and direct- 
ness of utterance, was John Bull reborn. Mr. Cameron 
must have been delighted to discover that this hundred 
per cent Englishman seems to favour Britain’s entry 


into the Common Market. I suspect, however, that 
he had not gone very deeply into the implications of 
such a move. What outraged him was that anybody, 
least of all a mere “Froggie,” should dare to keep us 
out. “That bastard,” he exclaimed in anger, “well he 
is dead now, but I still say that bastard, De Gaulle, 
having the bloody cheek to say “non, non” to us—yes, 
to us, the British people. . .” at that point words seem 
to fail him! 

Well, I cannot accept Mine Host’s rationale (albeit 
unconsciously, that “non” was the one good turn Mon 
General ever did us) I warmed to his emotion, which 
recalled the “foul shame” expressed by Elizabeth I 
and echoed by her people at the audacity of Spain in 
sending the Armada against us, and before that, when 
Harry the King responded to the Dauphin’s tennis 
baH taunt, and much later, when the Fencibles watched 
our coasts for an opportunity to give Napolean “what 
for.” The reasoning of honest men may be open to 
correction, but when their emotions take the wrong 
turning it is a hell of a job to turn them back. There 
was nothing wrong with Mine Host’s anger, which pro- 
claimed the emotion of survival, and as long as that 
remains Britain will not die. 


This article was first printed in April 1971 in the newsletter 
CANDOUR, of Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants, to which 
we make acknowledgements. 


From: STEVEN BOOKS . P.O. Box 112, London N22 6AW (all prices include postage) 


OUT OF STEP by Arnold Leese (£2. 50) 
An autobiography of a man well known to British patriots 
for his many books and investigations into the Jewish Ques- 
tion. - 


THE TALMUD UNMASKED by Father Pranaitis (£1. 65) 
Excerpts from this most important Jewish book accurately 
translated. Reveals many hidden reasons for Jewish attit- 
udes towards Gentiles. 


HEALTH HAZARDS OF NOT GOING NUCLEAR by P. Beckman 
. (£3. 50) 
Much of the anti-nuclear movement is emotional and is 
instigated by communists to keep the West weak. This 
book gives the other side of the story. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS by A.K. Chesterton (£2.75) 
‘A.K.’ was the first leader of the NF, and this hard-cover 
edition of his best post-war book explains much of the 
mysteries surrounding Britain’s decline. 
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FACING THE ABYSS by A. K. Chesterton (£1. 25) 
A review of the state of play between the contestants for 
world power. Conspiracy exposed. 


EVOLUTION HOAX EXPLAINED by A.N, Field (£2) 
A well argued case by a well-known New Zealander 


GODS AND HEROES OF VIKING MYTHOLOGY by Brian Brans- 
ton (£5. 60) 
Large style with full colour illustrations. 


CAMP OF THE SAINTS by Jean Raspail (£2. 60) 
A true-to-life tale of the Black invasion of the White 
world. 


HOAX OF THE 20th CENTURY by Prof. A.R. Butz (£2. 30) 
The best book on the subject of the Holocaust refutation. 


WHITE POWER by George Lincoln Rockwell (£5) 
466 pages which include illustrations. This is really a 
great book, full of facts and a pleasure to read. 


BLACKS NOW ABOVE THE LAW 


(Contd. from page 5) 


“We had a pow pow with them and 
made a deal that we would have the 
man who threw the lump of concrete 
and the rest could go home quietly. It 
seems incredible — the youth who 
broke an officer's arm has gone free — 
but if we had not done this we believe 
we would have had a full-scale riot on 
our hands.” 


Comment by us is superfluous. 

It is time now to ask the question: have 
local police chiefs in immigrant-intense 
areas received an instruction to apply a 
different yardstick of law-enforcement 
against Black troublemakers, in short to ‘go 
easy’ on them? Proof of anything like this 
is difficult to obtain, for it is likely that 
had any such instruction been issued it 
would have been done in conditions of ex- 
treme confidentiality, for fear of the ob- 
vious public repercussions if it ever came 
to light. Indeed, in view of these possible 
repercussions, it is doubtful if officialdom 
would dare ever to express itself in such 
specific terms. 


IMPLICIT INSTRUCTION 


What is more probable is that such an 
instruction is conveyed by implicit means 
in discussions which authorities have with 
senior police officers, as they undoubtedly 
do, on the touchy subject of ‘race relat- 
ions’, So great an emphasis is put here on 
the need to promote ‘good relations’ bet- 
ween police and racial minority groups that 
any career-minded police chief is clearly 
able to get the message that where there 
might occur a conflict between ‘good race 
relations’ and the upholding of the law the 
latter should take second place. 

This process is made easier by the fact 
that nearly all police officers at the very 
top level are first vetted before their app- 
ointment to ensure that they hold convent- 
ionally ‘liberal’ attitudes on political, soc- 
ial and community questions. It is here 
that we see the contrast between the really 
big police mandarins and the ordinary off- 
icers at station and divisional level, who as 
a rule display the average citizen’s healthy 
approach to law enforcement. We are cer- 
tain that the great majority of the officers 
who had to take the brunt of the aggravat- 
ion at Bristol, Gloucester and Birmingham 
had no sympathy with the wet reaction of 
their superiors which resulted in the offen- 
ders getting off the hook as they did. They, 
however, were powerless to decide the 
issue and they had to suffer in silence. 

There is. also another consideration. 


Many police officers who would iike to 
display a firmer hand with Black offenders 
know very well that if they do they will 
build up more trouble for themselves than 
would be created by letting the Blacks get 
away with it. If police action is going to 
provoke a Black riot, and if higher author- 
ity is thereupon going to fail to give them 
the proper means and backing to deal with 
such a riot, the temptation is there to bend 
over backwards to avoid upsetting the 
Blacks in any shape or form. Police officers 
are human, like the rest of us. What they 
should do and what they do do in certain 
situations of tensioncan be dictated by 
considerations of expediency. 

We should not be too hard on police 
officers who, subservient to a political 
establishment in whose eyes Black immi- 
grants can do no wrong, take the line of 
least resistance when confronted by trouble 
in which there are racial undertones. We 
should place the blame squarely where it 
properly lies: with the political establish- 
ment itself and with all its auxilliary 
forces of mass media, who create a climate 
in which, in the context of racial matters 
at least, it becomes impossible for the pol- 
iceman to do his job. 

From this it can be seen that it is quite 
unnecessary for any specific directives to 
be passed down to police chiefs to treat 
Blacks lightly; every police chief knows 
that an unwritten law on the subject exists 
and has all the potency of an act of parlia- 
ment. At the highest level those police 
chiefs enjoy their rank on the understanding 
that they are in spiritual accord with this 
tule of selective justice; at lower levels 


every superintendent or inspector knows 
that, if confronted with racial trouble, he 
takes any action which might result — how- 
ever justified in law — in an escalation of 
that trouble, he is liable to be hauled onto 
the carpet severely by his superiors and 
subsequently not recommended for pro- 
motion. 

It is in this way that we have now arr- 
ived, in Britain of the 1980s, at a position 
in which groups of Blacks can stage a full 
scale riot, consume drugs or hold all-night 
parties which keep neighbours awake by 
causing intolerable noise, with reasonable 
assurance that in the outcome they will be 
treated by the law with a leniency that in 
no way would be accorded to native British 
Whites were they to engage in the same 
acts. 

The painful dawning of a realisation of 
this fact may have had something to do 
with what took place in Deptford, South 
London, on the night of January 18th. One 
of the familiar West Indian all-night par- 
ties had been taking place, with the usual 
abominable noise emitting forth all over 
the district. Police had twice been called 
to the party by angry neighbours, but as 
soon as they left the noise of the music was 
turned up again — to a pitch so loud that 
one neighbour later testified that it was 
shaking her crockery. 

Then sometime later during the night a 
fire-bomb was hurled through a window of 
the house where the party was taking place. 
Within three minutes the house was engul- 
fed with flames. By the time the fire was 
put out 30 of the frolicking partygoers were 
injured and 10 were dead. 
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SIR: What happened at Ladywood, Birm- 
ingham, amounts to an abdication by the 
police from their duty to administer the 
law. It is a capitulation to people who 
apparently are incapable of living in a 
civilised society, and it is an obvious en- 
couragement to further mob violence. 

It looks as if race riots are being quel- 
led all over the country by the striking of 
‘bargains’ and ‘deals’ and having ‘pow- 
wows’ in the face of threats and intimidat- 
ion, while other offenders not using these 
vile intimidatory methods are punished. 

The logical conclusion is that all off- 
enders must use the same methods to escape 
justice. 

If aliens can be given the go-ahead to 
maim, loot, mug and murder without hin- 
drance, just what does the future hold? 

This situation is an appalling threat to 
the very foundations of democracy and the 
freedoms so boasted about by politicians. 

P, HASENCLEVER 
Preston, Lancs. 


SIR: In May 1979 the Tories swept to power 
on a claim that they would put the economy 
right. A few years earlier the Labour Party 
had made a similar claim. People should 
be reminded that National Front policies, 
now most effectively represented in the 
New National Front, alone are based on an 
appreciation of the real economic problems 
of this country. 

There are two points in particular that 
we have made over the years which should 
be noted. 


1. The National Debt has become so 
large that it totally distorts our monet- 
ary system. This leads to high taxation 
and high interest-rates, due to the nec- 
essity to pay interest on the enormous 
cumulative amount borrowed. We bel- 
ieve that minor cosmetic taxation 
changes will have no effect and that a 
radical change in the whole system is 
necessary. We have proposed a con- 
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trolled default on the National Debt and 
an absolute embargo on further public 
borrowing, both by government and 

local authorities. 

2. British industry is so run down that it 
must be given protection from foreign 
competition in order that it may recover. 
Recovery means accumulation of capital, 
re-equipment and worker-training. In- 
dustry includes farming. We advocate 
that key industries should always enjoy © 
protection. 


It comes as no surprise to us that the 
reduction in taxation in 1979 and the sub- 
sequent ineffective attempts by the Tories 
to reduce the Public Sector Borrowing Re- 
quirement has in fact led to a further in- 
crease in the PSBR and hence a further 
hefty rise in the National Debt. The latter 
has probably risen by about £10-15 million 
since the Tories took office. The pressure 
of high interest-rates on already run-down 
industry has quite predictably led to cut- 
backs in investments and close-downs of 
factories rather than increased development, 
investment and research. 

The Tories now find that, with closed 
factories and nearly 24 million unemployed, 
that taxation is bringing in much less than 
hoped, and consequently the PSBR is just 
going up and up and up. 

MICHAEL EASTER (NF Parliamentary 
Candidate) 
Sevenoaks, Kent 


SIR: I must congratulate you on the article 
entitled ‘Infantile leftism has no place in 
British Nationalism’ which appeared in the 
December issue. 

Your assertion that wealth squandered 
by members of the aristocracy would make 
only the minutest difference to the living 
standards of the average family is borne out 
by the findings of the Royal Commission on 
the Distribution of Incomes and Wealth. 

This Commission published four reports 
between July 1975 and October 1976. One 
of its main conclusions was that wealth was 
being redistributed fairly quickly — but it 
was from the very rich to the already fairly 
rich rather than from the rich to the poor. 
The figures quoted below represent 39.2 
million people, the entire adult population 
of Britain, and show the ownership of per- 
sonal wealth between 1960 and 1974. 


Percentage of 


total wealth - 


1960 1974 
The richest 1 per-cent 38.2 295.3 
The next 4 per-cent 26.1 24.6 
The next 9 per-cent 12.4 16.1 
The richest 10 per-cent 
(total of above) 76.7 66.0 


The next 10 per-cent 13.1 19.5 
The poorest 80 per-cent 10.2 14.5 


The Commission estimated the total 
marketable personal wealth in Britain to be 
£157,062 million. If equalisation of assets 
were attempted, assuming these figures to 
be correct, then in theory each person 
would receive an overall average of £4,007 
worth of marketable assets. The poorest 
80 per-cent already have average assets of 
£726, therefore this equalisation would 
increase their wealth by an average of 
£3,281. ; 

If this could be invested in such a way 
as to earn a 10 per-cent return, the income 
of the poorest 80 per-cent would be inc- 
reased by £328 per annum, or just over £6 
a week. 

This is of course even more theoretical 
when we bear in mind that the Government 
would have to make up the revenue it now 
extracts by taxing the rich. These facts 
and figures show that, even if a drastic 
redistribution of wealth were practicable, 
the benefit to the average person would be 
negligible. 

ANDREW ROBERTSON 
Glasgow 


SIR: It is interesting to consider how our 
national fortunes might have fared if Sir 
Oswald Mosley (just died) had succeeded 
in his pre-war campaign. 

There is a good possibility that British 
industry would have been revived. We 
would have avoided a crippling world war. 
We would have retained the strength to 
keep the British Empire intact. We could 
have been a senior partner in a European 
defence league that would easily have been 
able to contain the Soviet threat — in the 
unlikely event of that threat still existing 
after Hitler’s attack on Russia. We might | 
have found ourselves at the head of the 
mightiest alliance in the world, and poss- 
ibly with the richest economy in the world. 
And one very definite consequence would 
have been that we would have preserved 
our own pure Anglo-Celtic heritage, free 
of the influx of the non- White swarms 
which are now about to provide our grand- 
children with the biggest national catastro- 
phe in all our history. 

What are present-day nationalists to 
learn from the Mosley era? What we should 
do is think back to what has gone before, 
take stock and consider where we must go 
in the future. 

The first and most important objective 
must be to consolidate, reorientate and re- 
inspire all citizens of this nation who cher- 
ish a belief that the British race can one 
day regain its past greatness if given the 
right leadership. 

R. P, L. MORRIS-JONES 
Burton-on-Trent, Staffs. 


Dear Sir, 

I have just read the highly misleading 
article by the writer using the name ‘Heim- 
dall’. He promotes the exact line Soviet 
KGB agents are using in America who are 
trying to mislead patriots into believing 
that Russia no longer practises true Comm- 
unism but has become a ‘racial nationalist 
state’. Nothing could be further from the 
truth] 

Heimdall’s article, entitled Outlook on 
the Soviet Union, claims Russia to be a 
majority White nation which opposes race- 
mixing. The fact is that the White Russians 
are rapidly being outbred by Soviet Asiatics. 
Additionally, mongrelisation is rapidly 
taking hold in Russia with the approval of 
the Soviet Government. There is already a 
strong strain of Asiatic blood in many who 
call themselves ‘White Russians’, as can be 
seen in Moscow street scene photos. 

The writer states that there is not one 
Jew on Russia’s ruling Politburo today, but 
what about the Mayor of Moscow, Grishin, 
who says he is a Jew ruling over a city of 
400,000 “loyal Soviet Jews”? He is on the 
Politburo, as is thé Jew Andropov, who 
heads the Soviet Secret Police. While 
President Brezhnev may not admit to being 
a Jew himself, he brags that his wife Vic- 
toria is a Jewess. According to the Canad- 
ian Jewish News, their two children have 
been raised as Jews and consider themselves 
to be Jews under Jewish religious law, since 
they were born of a Jewish mother: 

Heimdall drags up the out-of-date 
rumour that Stalin was against the Jews. 
How could this be possible when his best 
friend and secon-in-command was the Jew 
Kaganovich; who headed all industry in 
Russia from Stalin’s first years in power up 
to and even after Stalin had died? Stalin 
had as his second favourite the murderous 
Jew Beria as the head of his Secret Police. 
This beast was free to kidnap Gentile chil- 
dren off the streets of Moscow at will for 
his personal pleasures, which included per- 
version, torture, rape and murder. 

Even more interesting is the fact that 
Stalin married the sister of Kaganovich and 
his daughter married Kaganovich s son. In 
fact the daughter Svetlana had four husbands 
and at least two were Jews. If Stalin were 
truly anti-Jewish, how could his daughter 
Svetlana have remained his favourite in the 
Kremlin during the period when she had 
two Jew husbands? 

Last but not least is the fact that after 
Stalin’s bloody murdering, raping army 
seized Eastern Europe Stalin personally app- 
ointed Jews to the leadership in every single 
nation he occupied. 

Heimdall maintains that the White Rus- 
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sians are now retaking Africa for the White 
Race as the Western powers are being pushed 
out. This is being done through the use of 
mongrel and negroid troops from Cuba in 
Angola, Mozambique, Guinea and Ethiopia. 
The coloured forces have chased out the 
White settlers and the Soviet agents are 
teaching them to hate all White people and 
to unify all Blacks in the guerilla war to 
kill all the Whites in South Africa. The 
Soviets are so backward, they have not even 
been able to exploit the natural resources 

of the African countries they now occupy. 
International finance from Jew investment 
bankers is all that keeps Russia from total 
bankruptcy. 

Heimdall says that Russia is Marxist in 
word but racial nationalist in deed. There 
can be no racial nationalism in a country 
that has outlawed all forms of racism and 
encourages interbreeding, especially bet- 
ween Gentiles and Jews. 

Heimdall writes that Russia considers 
Jews as subversives. The truth is that Russia 
considers Zionists as subversives and not 
Jews. Many years ago Britain’s then future 
leader Winston Churchill went into the 
details over the differences and in-fighting 
that go on between Marxist and Zionist 
Jews. Read the Communist Daily World in 
the United States, which is owned and 
edited by Communist Jews. It constantly 


attacks Zionism in the strongest possible 
terms. This internal struggle for power over 
the world between Communist and Zionist 
Jews has been going on since the Bolshevik 
Revolution. 

Now the most important point of all is 
the role of the Soviet Intelligence Agency, 
the KGB, which includes all forms of con- 
tingency plans for the infiltration and take- 
over of even its political opposite and worst 
enemy, the right-wing nationalist move- 
ment! The Heimdall line is nothing more 
than an extremely clever method to entrap, 
néutralise and misdirect the efforts of our 
movement. Nothing could be more danger- 
ous and suicidal than for patriots to fall for 
pro-Soviet propaganda. 

The fact is that the pro-Soviet US Labor 
Party in America is constantly contacting 
right-wing groups and activists all over this 
country to unite with them in an anti-Zion- 
ist, pro-Soviet programme. At the same 
time their leader, Lyndon La Rouche, 
claims that half his US Labor Party leader- 
ship is Jewish. Their line goes hand-in- 
glove with that of the Heimdall article. 
Many believe that the KGB finances the US 
Labor Party through laundered funds. 

Patriots should be on constant alert to 
such destructive trickery on the part of the 
Communist enemy. 

Dr. EDWARD R, FIELDS 
Editor, The Thunderbolt 
P.O, Box 1211 
Marietta, Ga. 30061 
“Ale S.A. 


BOOKS 
JENSEN THEORIES 
VINDICATED 


Bias in mental testing (Methuen ) £15 
by COBBETT RIDES 


The strident opposition towards the 
findings of Professor Arthur Jensen on the 
matter of Race and IQ is now being reduced 
to forgetting any attempt to discredit his 
work on scientific grounds and is falling 
back on the suggestion that nobody should 
pay any attention to his work becaused he 
is ‘racially biased’. 

It was 10 years ago that Jensen first 
began to argue that the racial bias said to 
be existing in intelligence testing was a 
myth and that the differences in test scores 
between Black and White pupils was gen- 
uine. 

Unbiased world opinion today is now 
moving steadily towards an acceptance of 
Jensen's theories, leaving only the cranks 
and fanatics of the left still insisting that he 
is wrong. In his latest book, Bias in mental 
testing, he brings his findings up to date 
with an impressive array of facts and statis- 
tics that are impossible to confute. 

The fact that coloured pupils in Amer- 


ican schools and colleges score, on an 
average, 15 points below the score of White 
children has to be accepted, and among 
the evidence that Jensen provides are results 
confirming this difference among Black and 
White children from social and economic 
backgrounds that are identical. In future 
we must pay no attention to the suggestion 
that backwardness among Blacks is only a 
matter of deprivation of background and 
inequality of opportunity. This tatty little 
apologia on the part of White Uncle Toms 
can be thrown on the scraphead of Marxist 
falsehood -- along with so much else that 
we have suffered over the years. 


CENTRE PAGES: EXTRA 
COPIES AVAILABLE 


Extra copies of our four centre pages 
this month are being printed for separate 
distribution. These are available at 3p 
each for 10-19 copies; 22p each for 20-49 
copies; 2p each for 50-99 copies; 100 
copies or over at 1¢p each. Postage should 
be estimated on the basis of 10 copies 
weighing app. 140g. 

These centre pages are highly recomm- 
ended as a means of recruitment. 


Page seventeen 


OUT go the 
tom-toms— 
IN comes 
White folk 
music 


New National Front members and guests 
from other nationalist organisations enjoyed 
a very pleasant New Year social and dance 
in South London on January 8rd. The social 
was organised by Greenwich Branch but was 
open to all comers. Over 100 attended. 

One most agreeable feature of the soc- 
ial was the absence of the abominable 
negroid-style music that has been allowed 
to dominate social events of the old NF. 

It has been decided that in the New NF 
‘Disco’, with all its manifestations of 
jungle rhythm, flashing lights and deafening 
noise, will be discarded, and that the mus- 
ical accompaniment to social occasions 
will be drawn from the rich heritage of the 
White peoples. 

On January 3rd the chosen group was a 
Country and Western band. Country and 
Western music is not alien to Britain but, 
as American experts on the subject will 
agree, originates mostly in the British Isles. 

As an article appearing recently in the 
TV Times said, “...country music differs 
from jazz, blues and rock in one important 


Our magazine, though it believes in 
racial differences, opposes race-hatred. 
All those who oppose multi-racialism 


should attack the politicians who promote 
it, not the immigrants, who are merely its 
victims. 
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A shot of the country music group 
performing at the NNF Social 


way: it originated from the folk songs of 
Elizabethan and pre-Elizabethan Britain”. 

The British folk songs, continues the 
article, found their way into the New World 
with the setllers of the early seventeenth 
century. The well known country singer, 
George Hamilton IV, says that his own 
ancestors settled in North Carolina because 
it reminded them of their former Scottish 
Highlands. “I don’t think country music is 
American at all,” he says. “It had its 
roots and beginnings in Britain. The people 
who arrived in the Appalachians brought 
with them the jigs and hornpipes which 
evolved into the so-called ‘hillbilly’ music. 
The fiddle took the place of the hornpipe, 
but it sounded much the same, and the 
fiddle tunes sounded like the bagpipe songs.” 

“The Anglo-Celts,” the TV Times 
article went on, “who settled in the Appal- 
achian Mountains remained relatively isol- 
ated, so over three centuries later their 
heritage is still apparent, particularly in 
Tennessee, which has become the home of 
country music”. In this way their music 
was safeguarded against the influences 
which later found their way into some of 
the folk music of America as a result of the 
arrival of the Hispanic and Negro races. 

Country music (or at least most of it) 
can therefore be adopted as part of the 
tradition of our movement in the full know- 
ledge that it is not a foreign import but 
very much part of our own culture, and it 
represents a very welcome change from the 
drivel that has often assaulted our ears in 
the past. 

Of course this transition from the alien 
to the national musical tradition will not be 
complete without the introduction of purely 
British tunes and dances, and it is to be 
hoped that the scope of our social activities 
develops we will hear music taken directly 
from the regions of Britain itself in addition 
to that coming from Anglo-Celts overseas. 

Our movement, it has often been said, 
should be a microcosm of the British society 
to which we eventually aim, and this should 
be reflected, not only in our political act- 
ivities, but also at the social, recreational 
and cultural level. Few, even of us, know 
of the vast wealth of popular folk music 
that has been handed down to us by our 
British ancestors, both those who have 
stayed in these islands and those who have 
migrated across the seas. We, more than 
any institution in this country today, should 
be concerned to foster an awareness of this 
great heritage. 

All those who enjoyed the January 3rd 
social are indebted particularly to Green- 
wich Organiser, Mrs. June Dunster, whose 
tireless work made the event possible. 


NNF progress 
in London 


The London area, because of its size 
and its nearness to the centre of party oper- 
ations, has become the key area in the bid 
being made by the New National Front to 
rally and unify the splintered elements of 
the old NF. 

In the early phase of NNF development 
in 1980 the party established a stronghold 
in Enfield Branch and also succeeded in 
winning over most of the party in the South 
East London Region. In many parts of Lon- 
don, however, members and branches for 
the time being either remained in support 
of the Directorate or adopted a neutral, un- 
committed position. At a conference of 
senior party officers in late 1980 John Tyn- 
dall urged a co-ordinated effort in the New 
Year to extend the strength of the New NF 
in the London area. If the NNF could win 
London, Mr. Tyndall said, it would have 
won the battle, as it already had the supp- 
ort of the greater part of the provinces with 
the possible exception of the Midlands. 

Mr. Tyndall spoke at two well attended 
meetings as the New Year got away, the 
first being for North London nationalists at 
Southgate on January 14th and the second 
for South Londoners at Welling on January 
23rd. At both these meetings several peo- 
ple in attendance who hitherto had not sup- 
ported the New NF declared their intention 
of joining. 

As a result of these meetings and of 
other developments negotiations are now 
proceeding with the leaders of three major 
London branches the result of which it is 
hoped that these will affiliate to the New 
NF. While our information gives grounds 
for great optimism concerning these negot- 
iations, we are not revealing the names of 
the branches in question until the outcome 
of them is known for certain. 


BIRMINGHAM 
BRANCH FORMED 


At the time we go to press the New 
National Front is in the process of forming 
a Birmingham Branch. This will represent 
a vital step in the winning over of the West 
Midlands to the NNF. 

A big impetus to this project was given 
by the Birmingham march on January 18th, 
on which we were pleased to see many 
stalwart nationalists from the area whom 
we had not seen for some time. 

The main initiative to form the Birm- 
ingham Branch has come locally from 
Keith Axon, to whom we are indebted for 
his efforts, and nationally from NNF Nat- 
ional Organiser Charles Parker. 


Birmingham march a 
great success 


OLD AND NEW COMRADES ON THE 
MARCH 
The column proceeds through Birmingham 
city centre (left). Hunger-striker Robert Relf 
gets his flag ready (above). 


In Birmingham last month the New National Front marched through the city centre in 
protest against Black immigrant violence and the lenient treatment of the violent offen- 


ders. 


Early in the New Year police had come to a street in the Ladywood district of the 
city to follow up a complaint about the intolerable noise caused by a nine-day party held 
nearby by West Indians. They were set upon by a Black mob estimated at between 150 
and 200. Bricks, cobblestones and lumps of concrete were thrown at the police, police 
cars had their windows smashed and six police officers had to have hospital treatment. 
Many Blacks were arrested but the next day only one was charged. The remainder were 
let off as part of a ‘deal’ that the police made with them out of the fear that, if they 
were charged and properly punished, even bigger riots would ensue. 


The New NF immediately decided to 
march in protest against this let-off. The 
march necessarily took place at short not- 
ice as it had to be held while the issue was 
‘live’. After being announced to branch 
organisers as taking place on Saturday, 
January 17th, it had then to be altered to 
Sunday, the 18th at the behest of the pol- 
ice. 

Nevertheless, an estimated 200 march- 
ers turned out, which was an improvement 
on the numbers seen at the last march at 
Chorley, Lancs, in November. 

The march, like the Chorley one, took 
place in perfect order, with no silly chant- 
ing or gesticulating — despite the provo- 
cation of reds on the wayside. 

Many old nationalists not seen for some 
time came to the march and among them 
we were delighted to see our old friend 


Robert Relf, who achieved national fame as 
a result of his hunger strike protest against 
the Race Relations laws in 1978. 

The number of 200 marchers could have 
been substantially larger had certain bran- 
ches pulled the weight of which we know 
they are capable. Let us all resolve to do 
better still next time! 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal income 
from sales is needed to build up 
SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be greatly appreciated. 
Please make out your postal orders or 
cheques to Spearhead, and send them to: 


52 Westbourne Villas, Hove, Sx. 


HEAR 
JOHN 
TYNDALL 
ON 
TAPE 


NNF Recordings have produced the 
first of a series of tapes dealing with 
topics of interest to nationalists. On 
this tape are two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall, each lasting 45 minutes. 
The talks are:— 


(1) OUR ANGLO-SAXON HERITAGE. In 

this talk Tyndall speaks of the world- 
wide dispersion of the British peoples 
and their present lack of unity in the 
face of a common threat to their 
survival. He stipulates what the Anglo- 
Saxons must do to recover their once 
pre-eminent poisition. 
BRITAIN’S ECONOMIC CRISIS: In 
this talk Tyndall attacks the policies 
that have made 2 million unemployed 
and outlines the nationalist solution put 
forward by the New National Front. 


This tape, entitled Tyndall Speaks, is 
available from NNF Recordings, Box 
115, Hove, Sussex BN3 3SB. Price: 
£3.00 (plus 15p for postage). 


This recording is a MUST for 
your tape library. 
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PIGGY IN THE MIDDLE by Norman Fryer 


Pity on you poor half-breed — to whom do you belong? 


Your Father’s Black, your Mother's White. 


Don’t you feel there's something wrong? 


Don’t you feel that you’ve been cheated out of your rightful place? 
You're a coffee-coloured misfit — you belong to neither race. 


Your coloured friends don’t trust you and the Whites don’t want to know, 
And when trouble starts between them to what side do you go? 
And what about your future, when you have children too? 


One might be Black, the other White. 


I know that you can "t help it. 


Will they know what to do? 


You didn’t ask to come. 


Your parents didn’ t think of you while they had their fun. 
So while you're sitting all alone within your racial prison, 
You might give a thought to the benefits of MULTI-RACIALISM. 


-Out of print and rare books on Race, His- 


tory, Politics, etc. for sale. SAE to The 
Advertiser, Devlon, Ilsington, Newton 
Abbot, Devon. 


Read: “Blood groups and race” and “Eug- 
enics and race”, two important Pearson 


pamphlets. 65p each, post-free from 
“Folk and Race , BCM-Thule, London 
WC1V 6XX 


Wide range of books, magazines and news- 
papers of interest to nationalists. SAE for 
list to Box 401, Spearhead. 


QUO VADIS CASSETTE SERVICE 

A monthly commentary on world affairs 
which exposes the international drama in 
which all free nations are held hostage to 
the one-world conspiracy. Annual air-mail 
subscription: £26.50. Half-yearly subs- 
cription: £13.25. Free catalogue avail- 
able. Single copies £3 each. Write to 
P.O, Box 830, Honeydew 2040, South 
Africa. 


NEWS OF THE NEW WORLD 

Small bi-monthly news journal. Air-mail 
£3. Surface mail £1.50 per annum. Sam- 
ple copies available. From P.O. Box 830, 
Honeydew 2040, South Africa. 


What a waste 
of money! 


The Tory Government came to power 
on a number of pledges, one of which was 
to cut down on the wastage of pore 
money. 

Now the Government has announced its 
intention to set up a special inquiry into 
the causes of low achievement by large 
numbers of West Indian schoolchildren in 
this country. 

This inquiry will cover between 12, 000 
and 15,000 pupils and will be conducted 
between Autumn 1981 and Spring 1982. 
Pupils will be tested in mathematics at ages 
of 11 and 15, science at 11, 13 and 15, and 
English language at 11 and 15. 

All pupils and schools will be anony- 
mous and no results will be published show- 
ing the performances of any individual 
child, school or local education authority. 

All this looks as if it is going to cost a 
great deal of money -- and to what purpose? 
Everyone with a grain of common sense and 
honesty knows that lower performance 
among West Indians is of genetic cause and 
cannot be altered. 


NEW FRONTIER 
SMASHING SUCCESS 


New Frontier, the new paper of the 
New National Front is a smashing success} 
This much has been clearly established in 
the short time since it was first published. 
Editor Ronald Rickcord has certainly done 
an excellent job. The paper is easy to 
read, suitable for mass circulation, yet 
somehow manages to achieve a higher tone 
than the paper it replaces, National Front 
News. 

Branches and individuals that have 
made a serious effort to sell New Frontier 
have had no difficulty at all in doing so. 
Street sales have gone extremely well and 
branches that took the plunge and made a 
hefty order have easily disposed of their 
stocks by getting out among the public. 

If you have not yet had a real go at 
selling New Frontier, how is the time to 
Start. Have a try — and you will surprise 
yourself with what you can do! 


RATES FOR OBTAINING 
NEW FRONTIER 


You can obtain single copies of New Frontier 
by paying asubscription of £1.60 for 6 issues 
or £3.20 for 12 issues for subscribers in the 
British Isles. For subscribers overseas the rate 
is £1.80 for 6 issues or £3.60 for 12 issues 
(surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain New Frontier in 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are:— 


10 copies £1.00 + 30p post 

25 copies £2.25 + 87p post 

50 copies £4.00 +£1.43 post 
100 copies £7.00 +£1.73 post 
150 copies £9.75 +£1.90 post 
200 copies £12.00 + £2.05 post 
300 copies £16.50 + £2.35 post 
400 copies £20.00 + £2.55 post 
500 copies £24.50 _ =) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £46.00 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, P.O. Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 
and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


Find out about the New National Front 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 


(Tel. 0273 777540) 
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